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ABSTRACT .

In other studies' to be reported in this symposium,in
the others-concept is seen .to' be a psychological eonstruct.of
;emerging importance for undeistanding childrenit behavior. It would
appear, however, to have relevance for all age,groups. Thus 'this

1
researcher sought to investigate whether or not the relationships
-whith had been previously found between children's others-toncepts

f

and their group behalior could be demonstrated in an' adult
populatian. An.adult form of .the PHT (the PHT-A._wa developed and
-given. to university students. High and low scoring subjects were -
asked to work in\small groups on a task appropriate for college
students. The group sessions were tape recorded, and these recordings,

'I were coded blindly and analyzed 'statistically, along the lines of the
Barnett and,Zuker studies with children. Significant behavioral
differences were found between subjects who had high othersz-concept

0 and subjects who had loW othergrconcepts. The study therefore .

'demonstrated 'that the'others-concept is a theoretical construct which
is applicable to adults as well as to children. Into doing, the .

value of the others-concept as 'a construct for working with children
was enhanced. (Authok) _
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The theoretical basis for the development of the Paired Hands Test

for children centers on the Others-Con as explained and -elaborated
A

upon in the:previously giVen addresses. This. theory, though still in the

very formative stages, adheres to the belief that a measureable aspect of

,hUmanobehavior can be referred to in a; clear, concise manner; this is what

is meant when we say that children possessan others-concept which we

;measure in a quantifiable, objective way. But inherent in-the belief is

4

the promise of a more bayic statement: that a persons, at any point in his'

orher life, posSepses an others-concept capable of quantifiable,

Objective measurement.
)

'This additional statement implies some aspect of continuity

Cbetween the others-doncept of children,. and the others -con c pt4 of

developmentally maturing, growing human beings. What we are doing is

/ suggesting the theoretical existence of.an others-concept in every

. individual,,E'rom his very` early social experiences. to his last ones -

approximatin&.a-womb-to-tomb existence. %

II

Thus, bFiefly, what 1 soughtto do in m reseach was to eptablish
,

'the'efficacy of the Paired Hands Test in deli
f

concept, and, in qo doing, secure th) theoretic

2

ating au adult's others,

1 basis' of tlie universal
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xistence of the others-concept, or less,grandly, the..existence thd
.

_ -.,

--,- le
others1-concept.irk adults as well as In children. leit algo add that

the would. be-considerable benefit frOm-finding an objective4ertonal ty

assessment instrument useful for determining social behavioral tendencies.

for Adults, and that the PairetUands Test -Adult might be-a 'pcitentially

highly useful technique in its' own right. ,
4

Studies by Peatsan (1969)-And Beatty (1972)_suggested,that the Paired;

Hands Test'for" children might 1Peinapprapriate for )n.adult Population.

ConcArrAng witbithis, I firgt Bet abbui to create an adult form of the
: .

test.

Wharrs primarily necessary was to deidse statements to correspond

to the twenty slides which were-more apprippriatg for adults than.the
(/'

statements which. Drs. Bainett and Zucker used In the children's fprm.

give an example of what this involved, let'uNshOw a comparison of .a,.,
. . .

the statements for one slide which were .associated With, the Paired' Hands
i .4. .s.

. . ..k.

..

Test fc% children and the statements for the same slide On the Paired

Hands Tegt-Adult: a,

Ar ShoWNrdnsparany #1

fstOo :1WWV.11p004101 44417
.

The test was administered.to 72'undergraduate'andgraduate'stOdents at

Indiana State University (their mean age being 23.8 years), and their '

o,

responses were scored. .0f these, twelve subjectswhpse scores wereone

standard-deviation or more abov6 or below thgmeat:kor the total were

selected; thus; in this study, it resulted in six low- scorers and six

tal
high-scorers. The subjects were dividei into three groups of four.eatht

ca.

4
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their inclusion in a group was random with respect to their Paired Lands

Test scores. This was done in the belief that random.assignment to groupsr
- -would-. more-accurately-reklect natural-socfal -groupings.- -- 11: show you- the -..-

composition of the groups, asi.a result of this randomization:

V

/
ShOw TranSparendY 104

.

)
iCtask was then designed to permit the subjects to work together for

1 . a period of ten minuteS;-through tape-recordings and visual, inspection'

" through a one-way pirror, their behaviors could be recorded. This task

was also a change from The tasks used py Dts. Barnett and Zucker in their

I
wereinitial research., In a short, preliminary trial, adult*subjects were

observed tq work on a jig-saw puzzle similar to, that on which children had '

.

worked in earlier research, in a very efficient manner, eliciting few verbal

k responses. Thus,ran aspect of the task requiring rathet cbmplex group

.

' interaction was added for the three. groups in'this study. The adults were

still free to offer their individual-cooperation spontaneously and at their

own choosImg,,but in order for the task to succeed in the shortitime aloAdd

.teh minutes - some type of group. interaction was necessary.
o

The responses from the adults were analyzed in a*ay. ar to t

.described by Dr. Barnett in his report. The verbal statements of the subjects

were scored for task-relateaness and the general positive or nedatiye effect:
4

1

they madeupon.others.

The formal hypotheseth I had established prior to the experiment were:.

IYthat adults whose snores on the Paired Hands Test were one standard

deviation or more,aboire the mean for the group from,Which they 'tame (or
eo

high7sOrers would have: Significantly more positive-coded responses than
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fhose who 'had obtained.ScOres One ,standard'deviation or more; below the

mean tlpr low-aclve_th1;ag4 limma414uunx-silfnificap/1)F-

. . .

---more:task,Telated Lubponsed-than-laW,scorers. "TheTaignificance;44S,66-..

be,deter4ned at the .05 levels

06:reSdits provided support for the Paired Hands Test as a potentially

A P

'uSeful technique four identifyingthose_,adults who can work coop erafively

and *ffectively,together ..in.small groups and those who cannot. .The primary::

hypothesis was substantiated: high-scating adults aidgive

more positiye-coded rdsponses than low - scoring adults in this study. The

secondary hypothesis was not upheld-- the high-'and low-scoring adults

showed no significant difference in the .task- relatedness of their responses;,

.
their responses were in general all task - related.

Before I continue, I must comment on the - nature of this research:,

, .

yIt is certainly limited by the small sample size later I will Make
. .. .' .

-
Q.

reference to an.on-going study. involving over one thousand adult,subjects

which we hopeill overcome, this difficulty. ,Also,:Pariicularly libited are

the interpretive statements-which can be drawri from this specific population

1
4

of adults., one that I rec6gnize is a College student sample and not- "i . t

reprebentative of adults in general. Yet,.i. t is just this fact which leads

Me to believe that the failure of the data td substantiate. the secondary
,

'(..,.hypothesis does not invalidate the Paired Hands Zest as an effective
$ . .

,

predictor of group behavior -snialk group behavior. For, these adults

.
-4

were highly motivated to complywiti(instructions, to work, as good students.;

through a task.of relatively short duration without engaging in nonrtaski

related, activities..,, Adults irx a population at large highly likely would

o
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' Wprone-to.more.diVerse responses, ranging from,very,task-related ones

X\ . ,
,T.------. -4-----,t .

. to.,;pethaps anit-social, aggreosive and spedifidally,nOntaskrxelated ones...v

'\',.-

Vie- others- concept doer, therefore, appear ,to be a personality'
..'r .

variable which is predictive'Wsmall group behavior in adplts nslwell,-,

as inektildren. This. offers a strong basis fc* future re4aCtrin the test,
'since suggests the falowingv

1) 'There may be a. developmental

.

a tiattern which may, be specific to- certain sub-populations (ose

pattern to. others concept scores,

demographic-4assificationstight vary according to'' sex, ra
, . .

.

bacicgroUnd.,:sadioecenomic-status, age, intelligence, or other Ctors) .13.ut

. ,

whichon the -Whale is characteristic 'and specific. As was mentiaRld
-.

..

t ,

. . , vv
earli0- atredent study which, is yielding yet-to-be "analyzed ,dat4.

'\\

r ethnic

I . ,

employed one thddsand and fifty-eight college freshman as subjectO they

the

administered' the paired.Hands-Test-Adultjan improved

this,,study we have

significantly different

fourth,fifth and sixth grade

1

already

in

A
newer version),

learned lhat the others- concept scar

an upward direction from the,scorep fo

the mean score for the children's

combined), t

children reported preilously. 'While

group was 84.06 (for boys and girls.

0 mean score for'the combined group of male-and female

adults' was 9187; Both means were derided frompsamples of over one

,thousand ubjects; the stability of the scoies as represented in almost

jAual andard devlations

obviously suggesiis very

The very

1%.4 t person' s

,' This may seem an

(11.15 for the children and 10.56 for the adults)

significant differences between the two means.

.

real patern that may be emergink from these studies is that a

°Oars-concept graddally incrwps from childhood into adulthood.
.

.

obvious condition since inher0nt in the typical maturatio

fr pattern we see an aAncreabing social interactiveness, and that human beings
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generally do adjust po a world iniThich "getting along with others" i a
.

behaviorpatternleanedby-,amajorityflof society's members.

2) As you will hear in the next presentation:by:Dr.:DeanIle

there appears the prospect of changing thdothers-concept of children

through the appropriate arrangement of expeiien6es, eXperiences designed

to change the behaviors of cialdren who7obtainedlow others-concept scores

and whose'hehavidr is seen as in'negel of.improvement. The present research
1

suggests thatirthe others - concept of children may be capable of being

Measured in a-consistent and continuous tahnet through childhood and
.

.

into adulthdod,,anda therefore, that the-effectiveness of intervention

programs designed to chhnge a person's perceptions about and behaviors
.y

with others can be determined. Surely it will beimportant to consider:
d
i

the many variables which also-help shape behavlor - environmental, motikra-
t,

tional and other personality variables - before predictive statements tan

4r

be made abbut a persOn's behavior; but the others-concept at ],east .is

demonst tea in a distingnishabkp, longitudinal manner.

With a tool which can benapDlied to children and adults in an

o.
efficient, objectively - scoreable fashion, the prospects for international

P

0

. 4

G.

And cross- cultural research involving the ethers- concept are heightenesa.

The strongest statement I can make in concluding my remarks,.Wnd in

'supporting the importante of furthering the research into the others-

in

concept, is that I hope to carry out just such a crqss-cultural. study

the coming year,,and thrdugh:this, to_substantipte the- effectiveness.
-

)Of*this unique contribution. to personality assessment:

a

J.
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